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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC§ 103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 16-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Elliott et al (U.S. 6,335,927) and further in view of Johnson et al (U.S. 2002/0095400). 

As per claims 16,22-24,25 Elliott disclosed a method for managing a plurality of services 
located on a plurality of servers as an extensible services, comprising: providing a service 
map management service that receives service location information from each of the 
plurality of services generating a service location map comprising a listing of the 
plurality of the services included on the extensible service bus and server location 
information corresponding to each service of the at least one service (col. 30, lines 27- 
48); a connection status service to monitor the connection status of subscribers and the 
servers connected to the extensible service bus (col. 37, lines 41-54); and providing a 
network control service, wherein the network control service causes a setting on a 
network device to change to establish a network physical connection to the agent 
machine, and the network physical connection compiles with a requirement for the agent 
machine to use one of plurality of services (col. 107, lines 41-60). 
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However Elliott did not disclose in details providing a registration service where an agent 
machine can register as a subscriber with the extensible service bus and receive a 
subscriber identification; providing a login service where the agent machine can connect 
to the extensible service bus using the subscriber identification. 

In the same field of endeavor Johnson disclosed in one embodiment, content delivery 
bandwidth utilization by individual content supplier or users may be tracked and logged 
by system management engine enabling an operator of the content supplier or users may 
be tracked and logged by system management engine enabling an operator of the content 
delivery system to charge each content supplier or user on the basis of the content volume 
delivered (Page. 10, col. 0095). Non-continuous and/or stored information management 
of unique/non-unique information anticipated number of simultaneous subscribers and/or 
simultaneous stream event duration, system resources per subscriber (Page. 31, col. 
0261). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to have incorporated providing a registration service where an agent 
machine can register as a subscriber with the extensible service bus and receive a 
subscriber identification; providing a login service where the agent machine can connect 
to the extensible service bus using the subscriber identification as taught by Johnson in 
the method of Elliott to increase the utilization of the server and maintain a premium 
quality for the customer. 
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3. As per claim 17 Elliott and Johnson disclosed providing a subscriber profile 
database service that stores subscriber data that is required for access to the extensible 
service bus (Johnson, Page. 35, col. 0291 & 0292). 

4. As per claims 18 & 19 Elliott and Johnson disclosed transmitting a copy of the 
service location map to each subscriber to the extensible service bus (Elliott, col. 30, lines 
27-48). 

5. As per claim 20 Elliott- Johnson disclosed providing a message posting service for 
sending messages directly to subscriber when the subscriber is connected to the 
extensible service bus (Elliott, col. 145, lines 39-51& col. 144, lines 59-67). 

6. As per claim 21 Elliott- Johnson disclosed state change service enables the agent 
machine to communicate via the broadband network (Elliott, col. 135, lines 1-1 1). 

7. As per claim 26 Elliott- Johnson disclosed further comprising causing the agent 
machine to install a service interface (Elliott, col. 22, lines 19-21). 

8. As per claim 27 Elliott- Johnson disclosed further comprising causing the agent 
machine to update a service interface (Elliott, col. 21, lines 64-67). 

9. As per claim 28 Elliott- Johnson disclosed further comprising causing the agent 
machine to update a load balancing algorithm (Elliott, col. 39, lines 58-65). 
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10. As per claim 29 Elliott- Johnson disclosed further comprising causing the agent 
machine to update a fail over mechanism (Elliott, col. 21, lines 64-67). 

11. As per claim 30 Elliott- Johnson disclosed further comprising causing the agent 
machine to interact in accordance with a distribution architecture (Elliott, col. 135, lines 

i-ii). 

12. As per claims 31-35 Elliott- Johnson disclosed wherein the network device is not 
one of the plurality of servers (Johnson, Page. 4, Paragraph. 0047). 

13. As per claims 36-40 Elliott- Johnson disclosed wherein the setting is a desired line 
speed (Elliott, col. 135, lines 1-11). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicants arguments filed 01/12/2006 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Response to applicant's argument is as follows. 

14. Applicant argued that, "Applicant do not have access to the provisional 
application". 
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As to applicant's argument examiner directs the applicant to MPEP 37 C.F.R 1.14 
(a)(l)(v). The MPEPE clearly suggests that burden lies over the applicant to have access 
to the application 

15. Applicant argued that prior art did not disclose, "receiving server location 
information from each of the plurality of services" 

As to applicant's argument Elliot disclosed, "The service ordering, Deployment, 
Provisioning, Quality of service agreements, and Quality of service monitoring in the ISP 
Service agreements, and Quality of Service Monitoring are in the ISP Service 
Management layer. Customers will have a restricted view of the SM layer to monitor and 
control their services. The SM layer provides a managers the interacts with the agents in 
the NLMs. The SM layer also provides an agents that interacts with the manager in the 
Planning Layer. Managers within the SM layer may also interact with other managers in 
the SM layer. In that case there are manager-agent relationships at the peer level (col. 45, 
lines 16-26). 

16. Applicant argued that prior art did not disclose, "listing of plurality of services 
and service and location information". 

As to applicant's argument Elliot disclosed, "The interesting twist to this idea is that 
service logic can be deployed onto both network based platforms and onto customer 
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premises equipment. This means that service interaction must tale place between 
network-based services and customer based services" (col. 32, lines 48-52). 

17. Applicant argued that prior art did not disclose, "generating a service location 
map comprises a listing of the plurality of services and server location information". 

As to applicant's argument Elliott disclosed, "The service ordering, Deployment, 
Provisioning, Quality of service agreements, and Quality of service monitoring in the ISP 
Service agreements, and Quality of Service Monitoring are in the ISP Service 
Management layer. Customers will have a restricted view of the SM layer to monitor and 
control their services. The SM layer provides a managers that interacts with the agents in 
the NLMs. The SM layer also provides an agent that interacts with the manager in the 
Planning Layer. Managers within the SM layer may also interact with other managers in 
the SM layer. In that case there are manager-agent relationships at the peer level (col 45, 
lines 16-26). 
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Conclusion 

18. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the 
advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communication from the examiner 
should be directed to Adnan Mirza whose telephone number is (571)-272-3885. 

13. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday during normal 
business hours. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, 
the examiner's supervisor, Jason Cardone can be reached on (571)-272-3933. The fax for 
this group is (703)-746-7239. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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14. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for un published applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto. gov . Should you 



have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at (866)-2 17-9 197 (toll-free). 
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Adnan Mirza 



Examiner 




JASON CARDONE 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 



